CHAIR’S PANEL – 4.45 pm Monday 19th December 2005
Present:
Cllr. Mrs Shirley Lynch


Cllr G Titcombe

P. Chaplin, Development Control Manager

1.
KET/2005/0992 -
Perfecta Works, Bath Road, Kettering




Proposed extension to new research and development department

The Panel were shown the plans and photos from the file and third party comments.  

Information from the Officer’s Report was conveyed to the Panel.  They read the e-mail from No. 17 Catesby Street.  The additional impact of this proposal was considered.  The Panel were aware of what had already been approved.  Subject to the conditions recommended the Panel said that the decision could be delegated to officers.

2. KET/2005/1013 – 
50 Pipers Hill Road, Kettering




Two storey side and rear extension

The Panel were shown the plans and photos from the file and read the third party comments from No. 48 Pipers Hill Road.  Information from the Officer’s Report was conveyed to the Panel.  Residential amenity was to be safeguarded by omitting any additional openings at first floor level facing either neighbour.  There was adequate screening at ground floor.  The issue of the effect on the natural light to the neighbour’s kitchen was considered.

The Panel said that the decision could be delegated to officers.

3.
KET/2005/1025 -
36 Headlands, Desborough




Two storey rear extension and single storey rear extension: garden room

The Panel were shown the Officer’s Report, plans, and photos from the file.  They were made aware of third party comments received by e-mail.  The study window on the proposal to be maintained as obscure glazed or as a high level (above eye level window).  Subject to this, the Panel agreed that the application could be delegated to officers. (N.B.  Condition 3)
4.
KET/2005/1040 -
5 Kettering Road, Broughton



Single storey rear extension: conservatory

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments of objection.  The Panel noted from the photographs that the conservatory was at the rear and did appear to project a little behind the line of the rear extension of the neighbour’s property.  The issues raised were to be put before Committee.

The Panel resolved that the application should be referred to Committee.
5.
KET/2005/1044 -
Garage, Warkton (opposite No. 13)




Change of use from detached garage to one bedroom cottage

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They were also made aware of the third party comments from the Rectory.  The proposal had been amended in respect of details noted in the case officer’s note of 16th December 2005.  However, the Panel considered that there were issues that should go before Committee.

The Panel resolved that the application should be referred to Committee.
6.
KET/2005/1046 -
23 Main Street, Ashley




Erection of external staircase for access to roof space above existing garage

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments, including the neighbour and the Parish Council’s objection.  The proposal would not be dominant from the public realm, and neighbour’s privacy is safeguarded due to blank walls or outbuildings adjacent.  The new door/recess/rooflight do not affect historic fabric, but materials still need to be appropriate and traditional ones.  Subject to these being first agreed the officer’s support was endorsed by the Panel.

The Panel agreed that the application could be delegated to officers.
7.
KET/2005/1046 -
23 Main Street, Ashley




Listed Building Consent: Erection of external staircase to existing accommodation above garage, including forming door opening and roof window in existing garage roof

The Panel were shown the plans, Officer’s Report and photos from the site.  The proposal was explained.  They read the third party comments, including the neighbour and the Parish Council’s objection.  The proposal would not be dominant from the public realm, and neighbour’s privacy is safeguarded due to blank walls or outbuildings adjacent.  The new door/recess/rooflight do not affect historic fabric, but materials still need to be appropriate and traditional ones.  Subject to these being first agreed the officer’s support was endorsed by the Panel..

The Panel agreed that the application could be delegated to officers.
Meeting closed at 5.45 pm
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